– First domestic case to apply the ‘right to be
forgotten’ established by the CJEU in Costeja v Google Spain. Led by Hugh
Tomlinson QC but appeared in his own right in No.2 opposite Anthony White
QC, a decision important to issues of costs capping and costs budgeting.
The case eventually settled shortly before trial. ([2014] EWHC 2808; [2014]
EWHC 3793).
– Part of the legal team acting on behalf of
News Group Newspapers Limited in relation to the civil claims for misuse of
private information arising out of phone-hacking at the News of the World.
– Counsel for the
claimant in a privacy and data protection dispute arising from the accidental
disclosure by the defendant of extremely sensitive medical information. The
defendant admitted liability and the claim settled very shortly before trial.
– Counsel for the claimants in a
privacy and data protection dispute arising from the accidental disclosure by
the defendant of very sensitive information. The claim raised several
complex issues of fact and law including the issue of damages under section
13 of the DPA 1998. The matter settled on the first morning of trial.

– Counsel for the claimant in a data breach claim related to the
accidental dissemination of highly confidential information by the defendant.
– Counsel for the claimant on an interim injunction related to the
exfiltration of data by an employee. Involved issues of breach of confidence
and interaction with data protection legislation.

– Counsel for the claimants in a complex multi-jurisdictional
libel claim related to the publication of the notorious “Trump Dossier”,
including a very substantial claim for special damages.
– Counsel for the successful
claimant opposite David Price QC at a trial on the issue of meaning in
respect of an article in the Sunday Telegraph.
– First trial of the new public interest defence under
section 4 of the Defamation Act 2013. Appeared for the successful defendant
and also appeared in his own right successfully to resist an application by the
claimant to permit a late amendment. ([2016] EWHC 1218; [2016] EWHC
1853). An appeal was heard in April 2018.
– Counsel for the defendants opposite Adrienne Page
QC in a complex libel, privacy, copyright and data protection dispute
concerning domestic and US law in relation to spam emails. A leading
authority on the relationship between section 1 of the Defamation Act 2013
and Jameel abuse of process. ([2015] EWHC 127)
– Junior Counsel for the claimant in a defamation claim
based upon serious allegations made concerning involvement in the death of
Sergei Magnitsky in Russia ([2013] EWHC 3071).
– Counsel for the first and third defendants, successfully
striking out as a Jameel abuse of process a claim for libel arising out of
events subsequent to the collapse of a factory building in Bangladesh ([2015]
EWHC 415).
– Counsel for the defendants in a complex libel claim
involving water purification systems. Successfully appeared at a number of
interlocutory hearings before the claim was compromised ([2016] EWHC
174).
– Counsel for the claimants opposite James Price
QC on an application for security for costs in a complex multi-million-pound
defamation claim concerning megayachts ([2014] EWHC 294).
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– Junior Counsel for the claimant in the first defamation trial
based upon a Tweet. A damages award of £90,000 for an allegation of
match-fixing was upheld by the Court of Appeal in a decision which is now
the leading authority on principles applicable to damages awards in respect
of online defamation. ([2010] EWHC 2859; [2012] EWHC 756; [2012] EWCA
Civ 1382).
– Counsel for the claimant, a highly successful hedge
fund manager, in relation to a libel in a Greek newspaper in relation to false
allegations of involvement in tax evasion. At an assessment of damages
hearing the claimant was awarded £40,000 in respect of publication within
this jurisdiction.
– Junior Counsel for the defendant in a libel claim arising
from the MPs expenses scandal. Following a number of hearings at first
instance and in the Court of Appeal the defendant was awarded summary
judgment on the issue of honest comment. ([2011] EWHC 3197; [2011]
EWHC 3292; [2013] EWCA Civ 136
[2013] EWHC 2201).

– Counsel for the defendant in respect of a claim for
damages under the Malicious Communications Act 1988. Established on an
application for summary judgment that the Act was solely a criminal statute
and did not create any civil rights or liabilities.
– Counsel for one of the defendants, twice
successfully resisting interim injunction applications based upon alleged
unlawful interception and/or interference with communications.
– Appeared on behalf of the family of the deceased at
a number of hearings following the death of Mr Perepilichnyy in 2012.
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GDPR and Free Speech, One Brick Court Seminar, Broken Boundaries:
New Frontiers in Media and Information Law, June 2017



Data Protection: Publication and Accuracy, One Brick Court Seminar,
False Information: The New Legal Battlegrounds, April 2016
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